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PRESENT LONG VACATION Will be memorable as the 
itin which sittings have been held upon every day in 
eek, and if Mr. Justice Wit11ams had not come to 
6 teacue of the chancery list on Wednesday, the 
re would have been still more serious. Mr. Justice 
“8 explained last week that there had been some mis- 
hension as to the practice in judgment summonses, 

it that leave would be granted to have them made 
hable forthwith wherever the creditor would lose 

| remedy through the matter standing over tilltheend of 
Vacation. announcement will be a relief to the 

8 of many creditors, but since judgment summonses 

M seldom be disposed of very quickly, it is to be 
that the precedence given to them will aggravate 
block ” which exists in the ordinary business of 


LOT. 


Al 
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Tue piscussion originated by “ W. B.” in the columns 
of the Times on the subject of the constitution of the 
Court of Appeal appears to ‘have, at least for the 
present, come to a conclusion with the challenge Dy 
“B.” to Mr. Justice Wimt1ams to “name a few in- 
stances, say half-a-dozen to begin with,” where “a gross 
miscarriage of justice has taken place,” ‘‘ and whether 
any of those miscarriages have been set right by the 
House of Lords, and if not, why not.” Mr, Justice 
Wrtirams observes that “BR” has “carried away a 
different impression ” from that intended to be conveyed 
in his letter, and probably other members of the profes- 
sion have fallen into the same error. His statement was 
** not confined to a particular appellate court,” but the 
principal case present to his mind was a House of 
case in which the decisions of both courts below were 
reversed, while he is prepared to furnish “B.” with 
the references to the other cases present to his mind 
when he is again “ within the reach of books.” ‘This 
explanation appears to clear the Court of Appeal from 
the supposed impeachment of the learned judge, since, 
if the decision of the House of Lords in the case in 
question was correct, the error of the Court of Appeal 
was shared by the court of first instance, where the 
judges had the necessary “ thorough practical acquaint- 
ance” with the course and incidents of trials. In the 
opposite view, the fault would rest with the House of 
Lords ; but surely Mr. Justice Wii14Ms does not think 
it necessary for the Lord Chancellor and the Lords of 
Appeal to acquire or maintain a knowledge of practice 
by acting as judges of assize. 





A paracrars is going the round of the papers which 
says that “the new Judicature Act has caused a stoppage 
in the Master of the Rolls’ Chambers which was not 
foreseen ; that a large number of orders which require 
the signature of the Master of the Rolls cannot be passed 
as there is now no Master of the Rolls as a judge of 
first instance, nora substitute for him to sign them,” 
Surely there must be some mistake here (it is well known, 
to solicitors at least, that orders are not signed by the 
judge in chancery, but we pass over the inaccuracy in 
the language); all orders made in chambers during the 
vacation are made in the name of the Vacation Judge, 
and any order dated in vacation, although made this 
year in the chambers attached to the Master of the 
Rolls as a judge of the High Court, should not, and as 
a fact does not, require that Sir Guo. Jzsszn should still 
be a judge of the High Court for orders to be made by 
the chief clerks who were lately attached to him if made 
after the 9th of August. Any order made before that 
date which requires, not the signature, but the existence, 
of a judge to support it must wait fora time, The Act 
provides that the successor of the Master of the Rolls 
shall be appointed “immediately after” its passing, and 
this appointment will not be long delayed. After it is 
made it will have to be supplemented by an order trans- 
ferring all the causes, &c., of the late Master of the 
Rolls to his successor as a judge of the High Oourt 
attached to the Chancery Division and having chambers, 
and if that successor should be Mr. Justice Kay, the 
causes now transferred to him “for the purpose of 
hearing only’? must by the same or another order be 
transferred to the new judge who shall succeed Mr. 
Justice Kay. The necessity for these orders has not 
been lost sight of, and they will be completed as soon as 
possible after the occasion arises, 4 
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Tus Atronney-Generat’s replies to Baron Dz Worms’s 
question as to Mr, Lewisoun’s right, as a British 
subject, to claim asylum and protection from our 
ambassador at St. Petersburg, in the event of another 
attempt by the Russian authorities, without any violation 
on his part of the laws of Russia, to expel him from that 
country, were not much more satisfactory than the 
previous statements of Sir Cuantes Duxe. Sir Henry 
James pointed to the absence of any precedent for the 
statement by a law officer of advice which had been 
given to a department of Government, and the impossi- 
bility of his pledging himself as to the advice which he 
might give in a possible contingency. He also declined 
to define “ the extent to which an ambassadorial right of 
asylum may, in the present day, be justly exercised,” 
but thought it “ much more advantageous that the rights 
of the subjects of this country should be protected by 
appealing diplomatically to the sense of justice of foreign 
Governments, rather than resorting to the physical pro- 
tection of that asylum within a minister’s house.” Mr. 
Lewisoun has not, as yet, derived much advantage from 
the appeal to the “sense of justice” of the Russian 
Government; but the Jimes now states that the Russian 
Government has permitted him to pay “a tempvurary 
visit’” to Novgorod, where he had been last year heforo 
his expulsion from St. Petersburg. This special per- 
mission is, however, a very different thing from the 
general rights of a British subject, for which Lord 
GRanvILLE has contended on his behalf, 





Tue taw of the manufacture, storage, conveyance, 
and employment of explosive substances possesses a 
uliar interest at the present time. The Explosives 


Act, 1875 (38 Vict. c. 17), deals with the manufacture,. 


storage, and conveyance of ‘‘ gunpowder, nitro- 
glycerine, dynamite, gun-cotton, blasting powders, ful- 
minate of mercury or of other metals, coloured fires, and 
every other substance, whether similar to those above- 
mentioned or not, used or manufactured with a view to 
produce a practical effect by explosion or a pyrotechnic 
effect.” Under this Act (sections 5 and 39), the penalty 
is no less than one hundred pounds a day for manufac- 
turing explosive substances at an unauthorized place. 
By sections 35 and 39, railway and canal companies are 
bound to make bye-laws regulating the conveyance of 
explosive substances. ‘The bye-laws under these enact- 
ments which are now, we believe, universally adopted by 
all companies, may be found in (Hodges on Railways), 
6th ed., p. 978. By bye-law No. 2, “No person shall 
send to a company any consignment of explosive, unless 
he has given to the company forty-eight hours’ previous 
notice in writing of his intention to send such consign- 
ment, and stating the true name, description, and quan- 
tity of the explosive proposed to be conveyed, and his 
own name and address, and also the name and address 
of the proposed consignee, and has had an intimation 
from the company that they are prepared to receive such 
consignment” ; and by bye-law No. 15, may refuse to 
receive or may open any packages suspected to be sent 
in contravention either of the Explosives Act or of any 
of the bye-laws. As to importation of dynamite, gun- 
cotton, or any explosive other than gunpowder, it is pro- 
vided by section 40, sub-section 9a, of the Explosives Act 
that the master of any ship having on board any such 
explosive shall not permit the same to be unloaded and 
delivered to any person who does not hold a licence to 
import the same from the Secretary of State. It had 
previously been provided by the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 85), s. 25, that the master of any 
vessel, British or foreign, ‘‘ may refuse to take on board 
any package or parcel which he suspects to contain 
goods of a dangerous nature, and may require it to be 
opened to ascertain the fact.” Such are the more 
important of the preventive enactments on the subject, 
which do not, however, deal with criminal handling, pro- 
perly so-called, of explosives, For the punitive enact- 
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ments we must refer to the Criminal Law Consolidation 
Ast, 1861, which will be found to be fairly explicit, 


though perhaps scarcely sufficiently severe. By sections 
28 and 29 of 24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, the maliciously causing 
bodily injury by explosion is punishable by penal 
servitude for life, and by section 45 of 24 & 25 Vict, 
c. 97, and section 30 of 24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, the 
maliciously placing explosives in or near a ship or building 
is punishable, whether an explosion takes place or not, 
by penal servitude for fourteen years; but under both 
these latter sections there must be an intent to do 
injury, or else the crime is not committed. In any of 
the above cases, the offender, if a male under sixteen 
years, may be whipped. Considering the character of 
the offence, we do not see why the whippings should 
be restricted to such very young persons, and it is worth 
considering whether the possession of infernal machines 
‘without lawful authority or excuse, proof whereof 
should lie on the party accused,” should not, following 
the analogy of certain coinage offences, be mado an 
indictable offence punishable by penal servitude for life 





In actions for compensation for personal injuries the 
most extraordinary claims under the head of consequen- 
tial damage have sometimes been set up, although they 
have been always discouraged and ridiculed by judges, 
Thus in Priestly v. Maclean (2 F. & F. 288), Sie Witutam 
Erte observed, “Supposing a lady to have been injured 
and disfigured in a railway accident, she could not say 
that she ought to recover damages because she was pre. 
vented from going to a.ball at which she might have 
met a rich husband.” ‘The case there supposed appears 
to have actually arisen in America, for in Hanover Rail. 


had been injured and disfigured claimed additional 
damages “ because the prospects of her forming a matri- 
monial alliance were diminished,” and she appears only 
to have failed ‘‘ for want of evidence, and because the 
claim was not laid at special damage.” We also learn 
that an actress who has been injured by a carriage ac- 
cident and has lost the tip of her nose, though otherwise 
uninjured, is now suing for damages in a French court, 
on the ground that her diminished attractions have re- 
duced the amount of salary which she is able to earn; 
but here the pecuniary loss, though not the direct 
consequence, may no doubt be considered a necessary 
consepuence, of the injury. 
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THE LAW OF LICENSING. 
I. 


New Licenszs, 
THERE are required by law game licenses, dog licenses, 
licenses to keep male servants, and many other licenses, 
but of late years the law of licensing the sale by retail 
of intoxicating liquors has occupied so much of the 
attention of the profession and the public, that the liquor 
license has become the license par excellence. It is 
now nearly ten years since the “ Licensing Act, 1872” 
(35 & 36 Vict. c. 94), amended “ the law for the sale by 
retail of intoxicating liquors, and the regulation of 
public-houses and other places in which intoxicating 
liquors are sold,” and made “further provision it 
respect of the grant of new licenses for the sale of 
intoxicating liquors, and the better prevention of 
drunkenness.” That Act was followed in two years by 
the Licensing Act, 1874, and in the course of last year 
by the Beer Dealers’ Retail Licenses Act, 1880 (43 Vick 
c. 6’. The first of these Acts created a new kind of 
license, called the “ provisional license,” which allows 4 
license to be applied for before premises proposed to be 











once more set the legislative machine in the direction af 
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licensed are actually built, and othérwise mitigated the 
severity of the Act of 1872. The latter of these Act 
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severity by giving the justices discretion to refuse the 


- beer dealers’ retail beer license.” 


Neither of the Acts makes any attempt at consolida- 
tion, and with the exception of the consolidation of the 
police clauses, which was effected by the Act of 1872, 
there has been no consolidation of the Licensing Acts 
since some score of statutes on the subject were 
“reduced into one Act” by 9 Geo. 4,c. 61, in 1828. 
Since that Act there have been passed so many amend- 
ing Acts, and the controversies amid which they have 
been passed have been so exciting, that the whole law 
has passed into a state cf confusion—the natural results 
of a series of oscillations from severity to relaxation, and 
from relaxation to severity. 

We propose to examine the leading branches of 
licensing law under the three heads of ‘‘ New Licenses,’ 
“Renewals,” and “ Transfers,” and to devote the present 
article to the consideration of new licenses properly so 
culled. We say properly so called, because in one sense, 
and perhaps in the popular sense, a renewed license and 
a transferred license is also a new license. The renewed 
license is a new license in law, because in law (sée 9 
Geo, 4, c. 60, s. 13) every license continues in force for 
one year only. The transferred license is a new license 
because, in fact, the holder is a new person. 

The new license, properly so called, is the license 
attached to a house which has not before been licensed. 
Its distinguishing marks are, that the grant of it 
requires to be confirmed by 2 further court of justices, 
while from the refusal to grant it there is no appeal. 
The statutory definition of it is provided by section 32 
of the Act of 1874, which prescribes that a “new 
license’ ‘‘ means a license for the sale of any intoxi- 
tating liquor granted at a general annual licensing 
meeting in respect of premises in respect of which a 
similar license has not been theretofore granted.” 

A curious question arises upon the construction of the 
interpretation clause. Does “has not theretofore been 
gtanted’’ mean ‘“‘ has never theretofore been granted ” or 
has not been granted at the annual licensing meeting 
immediately theretofore held? In other words, is a 
dropped license a lost license, or has the owner of a 
house to which a license has in any prior year been 
attached, but for which no renewal has been applied for, 
the privileges of an applicant for renewal? This is a 
question which, as far as we know, has not come before a 
court of law. On the whole we think that unless the 
license has been continuously kept up, the privileges of 
renewal lapse, and that a newlicense must be applied for. 
It “theretofore”’ is to have the wide sense of “at any 
time theretofore,”’ there is no reason why the privileges of 
tenewal should not be claimed by the owner of a house 
which was licensed fifty years ago, but which has been in 
fact closed for business purposes for fifty years, and by 
reason of the closing of which other licensed houses, with 
an undeniable privilege of renewal, have sprung up in 
the district. This seems an absurd result, On the 
other hand, the word ‘‘ theretofore”’ is ambiguous. How- 
ever this may be, let us pass to the consideration of the 
Notices required for new licenses. 

The notices are prescribed by section 40, sub-section 1, 
of the Act of 1872, which incorporates “section seven 
of the Wine and Beerhouse Act, 1869, and any 
enactment amending thesame.” The effect of these three 
enactments (only one of the enactments amending the 
Wine and Beerhouse Act, 1869—i.e., the Wine and 
Beerhouse Act Amendment Act, 1870, s. 4, bears on the 
question of notices) is shortly as follows :— 

The applicant must, twenty-one days at least before 
his application, give a notice (which may be sent by post) 

his name and address, and other particulars, 

to one of the overseers of the parish, and to the 
Superintendent of police of the district. A similar 
notice must also be posted on the door of the premises 
Proposed to be licensed, and also on the door of the 
@tishchurch. Further than this, advertisements of the 


bd ed application must be inserted in some news- 





paper circulating in the neighbourhood on some day 
not more than four nor less than two weeks prior to the 
application. Cases, of course, must frequently happen 
where there is a failure fo comply with all those minute 
directions as to notices, and the question arises 
whether such failure is or is not fatal to the appli- 
cant. As we shall presently see, the absolute discre- 
tionary power of the justices to grant or refuse a 
new license makes such an inquiry unnecessary in event 
of the licensing court being inclined to refuse an appli- 
cation. The licensing justices may refuse without 
rendering reasons—d fortiori, therefore, they may refuse 
upon the ground of any, even the slightest, defect 
in the notices. But, assuming that the licensing 
justices are inclined to waive the objection on the 
ground of informal notices, have they jurisdiction to do 
so? This isa far more difficult question. Upon the 
whole, we think that a license granted after informal 
or bad notices might be brought up on certiorari and 
quashed, but that, so long as the license remained 
in force, no conviction cculd be obtained for selling 
without license. The general question—long a doubtful 
one—whether a penalty for sale without license can 
be incurred by the holder of a license which is void 
from an irregularity in the jurisdiction of the justices 
who granted it, appears to have been answered in 
the negative in Stevens v. Emson (L. R. 1 Ex. D. 100). But 
that case is distinguishable on the ground that in it the 
irregularity in the jurisdiction of the justices could not 
have been known to the license-holder, whereas an 
irregularity arising from informal notices would be ex 
necessitate within his knowledge, for it would be 
himself who would have given the notices in question. 
The point, therefore, though touched by Stevens v. Emson, 
is not concluded by it. 

We now come to the hearing. This is governed by 
the Licensing Act, 1828, s. 1, e¢ seq., and by the Licensing 
Act, 1872, ss. 36 and 37. Any person whatever, as far 
as we know, has a locus standi to oppose the grant. The 
justices have jurisdiction, under 14 & 15 Vict. c, 99, s. 16, 
to take evidence on oath, but they are not bound to do 
so ; and in practice grants are, we believe, frequently ~ 
opposed by means of a petition. In the whole conduct 
of the hearing very great latitude is given by law to the 
licensing justices, and their powers and course of practice 
arelittle touched by statutes or cases. Three points however 
are absolately certain. First, the justices must give the ap- 
plicant a hearing (Reg. v. Walsall Justices, 1 C. L. R. 100) 
Secondly, the justices must give his opponents (if any) a 
hearing to this extent at least—they must hear, if 
tendered, evidence to the effect that the number of exist’ 
ing public-houses is sufficient for the requirements of 
the public (Rey. v. Lancashire Justices, 19 W. R. 203, 
L. R. 6 Q. B. 93). Thirdly, the parties having been). 
heard, the justices have absolute discretion to grant or 
refuse the application—uanless indeed the application be 
for a license to sell liquor not to be drank on the 
premises where sold, in which case the application can 
only be refused upon either of the four grounds 
specified in section 8 of the Wine and Beerhouse Acts 
1869, which all relate to the character of the applicant or 
his house. 

The case of Reg. v. Sylvester (31 L. J. M. OC. 93) is a 
very curious one, and should be noticed here. In that 
case justices had refused to renew the license of every 
person who had not taken out an excise license to sell 
spirits. The judgment of the court, which was given on a 
special case stated by quarter sessions on appeal, is to 
some extent an authority that a license cannot be granted 
conditionally, and 2. v. Athay (2 Burr. 653) is to the same 
effect. But if that case be carefully examined, we doubt 
whether it comes to more than a decision that the dis- 
cretion of the justices had not been judicially exercised 
in that particular case. We think, on the whole, that it 
would be within the jurisdiction of justices to grant 
a license on condition that it should be used in a par- 
ticular way, on pain of losing the renewal, and that the 
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refusal to ‘renew in event of the condition not being 
complied with would be upheld by acourt of law. In 
two particulars the statutes have expressly authorized 
conditions to be annexed in respect of Sunday closing 
and early closing. The 49th section of the Act of 1872 
enacts : g 

* Where, on the occasion of an application for a new 
license, . . . the applicant at the time of his applica- 
tion applies to the licensing justices to insert in his license 
a condition that he shall keep the premises in respect of 
which such license is to be granted, closed during the 
whole of Sunday, the justices shall insert said condition on 
his license.” 

Similarly, the 7th section of the Act of 1874 authorizes 
the application for, anddirects the grant of, an “ early 
closing license ”—that is, a license containing a condition 
that the applicant “shall close the premises one hour 
earlier at night than that at which such premises would 
otherwise have to be closed.”’” Upon these enactments 
the questions arise—(1) whether justices may force such 
conditional licenses upon an applicant ; and (2) whether 
they have jurisdiction to enlarge or restrict the conditions 
as defined by the statutes. We think that the absolute 
discretion of the justives practically enables them to force 
conditional licenses upon applicants, and so, for instance, 
to enforce Sunday closing as far as new licenses are 
concerned, but that there is no jurisdiction to travel 
within or beyond the limits of the conditions as defined 
by statute. 

Finally we come to the “‘ confirmation” of the grant. 
This is a procedure which, though quite new in 1872, 
ought to have become tolerably familiar by this time. 
The constitution of the confirming body, however, 
differs so much in counties and in boroughs, 
that if may be well to refresh the memory by a short 
summary of the elaborate provisions of the Licensing 
Act, 1872, by which it is regulated. There are three 
kinds of confirming bodies: first, there is the confirming 
body in counties, which is called the “county licensing 
committee.” By section 37 of the Act of 1872 this com- 
mittee is to be annually appointed by justices in quarter 
sessions. The quorum is three members, and the greatest 
number is twelvemembers. In boroughs where there are 
ten acting justices or upwards, the confirming body is by 
section 38 “the whole body of borough justices, or a ma- 
jority of such body presentat any meeting assembled forthe 
purposeof confirming licenses.’’ The quorum is three mem- 
bers. In boroughs where there are not ten acting justices, 
the confirming body is a “joint committee” consisting 
of three justices of the county in which such borough is 
situate and three justices of the borough,’ the three 
county justices to be appointed by the county licensing 
committee, and the three borough justices to be ap- 
pointed by the justices of the borough, or by a 
majority of such justices assembled for licensing 

. It is added by section 21 of the Act 
of 1874 that,“ where from any reason there are not for 
the time being three qualified borough justices to form 
the quota of a joint committee,” the deficiency in num- 
ber is to be supplied by “ qualified county justices, to be 
appointed by the county licensing committee.” 

No time for the meeting of the confirming bodies 
appears to be prescribed by statute. A mandamus 
would no doubt issue to appoint the confirming body, 
but whether it would issue to that body when appointed 
to hold ite meetings, and within what time, is not so 
clear. We think, however, that a mandamus would 
issne to hold a meeting within a reasonable time. One 
thing, however, is quite clear, that whether they meet 
soon or tardily, willingly or unwillingly, the confirming 
body have precisely the same discretion to confirm or 
not as the licensing justices have to grant or not, and 
we have already pointed out that that discretion is 
“ absolute,” 


———_———_—_—_——_—_ 





RECTIFICATION OF THE REGIS. — 


TER OF TRADE-MARKS. 
I. 


Recent decisions have given much prominence to the 
subject of rectification of the register of trade-marks, 
and, therefore, it may not be out of place to offer some 
observations on the cases relating to the subject, omit- 
ting those in which contests between individuals have 
been fought out on applications to register opposed in 
the ordinary way. 

The 5th section of the Trade-Marks Registration Act, 
1875, enacts as follows:—“If the name of any person 
who is not, for the time being, entitled to the exclusive 
use of a tradeemark in accordance with this Act, or 
otherwise in accordance with law, is entered on the 
register of trade-marks as a proprietor of such trade 
mark, or if the registrar refuses to enter on the register 
as proprietor of a trade-mark the name of any person 
who is, for the time being, entitled to the exclusive use 
of such trade-mark in accordance with this Act or 
otherwise in accordance with law, or if any mark is 
registered as a trade-mark which is not authorized to be 
so registered under this Act, any person aggrieved may 
apply in the prescribed manner for an order of the 
court that the register may be rectified ; and the court 
may either refuse such application, or it may, if satisfied 
of the justice of the case, make an order for the rectifica. 
tion of the register, and may award damages to the 
party aggrieved.” ‘Then, after making provision for 
the case of rival claims to a mark, the section proceeds: 
—** The court may, in any proceeding under this section, 
decide any question as to whether a mark is or is not 


| such @ trade-mark as is authorized to be registered under 


this Act, also any question relating to the right of any 
person who is party to such proceeding to have his 
name entered on the register of trade-marks, or to have 
the name of some other person removed from such 
register, also any other question that it may be necessary 
or expedient to decide for the rectification of the 
register.” 

The effect of this section is to authorize the court— 
i.¢., the Chancery Division—upon application by any 
person aggrieved, to correct any error of commission oF 
omission in the register—of commission, by the 
registration of any person or mark not entitled to 
registration—of omission, by the non-registration of any 
person entitled to registration, and also to decide any 
question which it may be necessary or expedient to decide 
for the rectification of the register. When the question 
is with reference to the qualification of a mark for 
registration, then, as was said by Lord Cairns in 
Orr Ewing v. Registrar of Trade Marks (28 W. R. 11, 
L. R. 4 App. Cas. 479), “the first duty cast upon the 
court is to ascertain whether some one, or more that 
one, of the essential particulars of a trade-mark, af 
defined by the Act, is found to exist, so that the mark 
may be described with the one, or more than ong 
essential particular or particulars which distinguish it,” 
When the question is with reference to the right of 4 
person to registration, the language of Lord Blackbura 
in the same case becomes applicable: “ I cannot construe 
this section as meaning anything else than that, when 
the court is satisfied that the applicant is a person who 
is, for the time being, entitled to the exclusive use of @ 
trade-mark in accordance with law, and that thé 


trade-mark is one within the definition in section 10 of 


the Act of 187¢, the court is, ew debito justitia, to 

the register, just as it would, before the Act of 1 
have been bound, ex debito justitia, on similar proof, 
prevent anyone infringing the -mark shown to be 


his property. ‘The burden of proof lies upon the eye 4 


produce the 
court, cite tin ewint thet 


the words ‘if satisfied of the case’ cat, 
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or ought to be, construed as meaning to give the court 
a discretion to consider whether the nature of the trade- 
mark is such as to make it inconvenient that he should 
exercise the right of property which it is proved he 
When the rectification of an existing 
entry on the register is being sought in a hostile sense, 

any person interested in the trade with respect to which 
the mark was registered is entitled to apply for rectifica- 
tion as , @ person aggrieved”: Rose v. Hvans (48 L, J. 
Gh. 618). 

To take first the cases in which an application has been 
made to rectify the register by the insertion of a trade- 
mark ;—In re Rotherham (L. R, 11 Ch. D, 250, L. R. 14 
Ch. D. 585) is a well-known case in which the Court of 
Appeal, affirming the decision of Bacon, V.C., held that 
a mark consisting of a word in a foreign language was a 
good trade-mark, and must be registered, notwithstand- 
ing that the registrar, in refusing to register it, had 
simply followed a general instruction on the subject of 
words in a foreign language, given him by the Com- 
missioners of Patents, to whose instructions he was bound 
by rule 68 to conform. Jn re Hastman (which was de- 
cided by Bacon, V.C., in 1880) is another case in which the 

rar was directed to register a mark which he had re- 
fused to register on the ground of the mark being defivient 
in the characteristics of a trade-mark as defined by the 
Act, and the question whether the words “ Kitchen 
Orystal Soap” are very distinctive may be still reasonably 
thought to be not free from doubt. In Lucke v. Webster, 
on the 4th of April, 1879, the Master of the Rolls 
allowed registration of a monogram in a shield, though 
it seems that, if the device had been claimed as a new 
mark, the decision would probably have been different. 

But the class of case in which the objections of the 

r to register marks have most frequently been over- 
tuled is that which includes cases in which the regis- 
trar has not himself raised the objections, but has been 
compelled to submit the cases for the determination of 
the court in consequence of the marks, being cotton 
marks, having been placed by the Committee of Experts 
at Manchester in the B, list, or second class, as not 
being, in the opinion of the committee, trade-marks 
within the meaning of the Act. For a time—that is to 
say, s0 long as the decision of the Court of Appeal in 
Inve Orr Ewing (26 W. R. 777, L. R. 8 Ch. D. 794), 
temained unreversed—the opinion of the committee was 

cally final and conclusive, but the true rule was 
down by the House of Lords in the same case on 
appeal (Orr Ewing v. Registrar of Trade-Marks) in a way 
much more satisfactory to the persons interested in such 
marks. ‘‘ The rules appear to me,” said Lord Cairns, 
speaking of the special rules as to cotton goods, 57—63, 
“to provide a rough but useful way of separating, by 
means of the technical knowledge and judgment of the 
committee, the votton trade-marks into two classes. The 
first class is to consist of those marks which the commit- 
tee is of opinion are trade-marks within the Act, and 
etors in this class are to have the benefit, arising 

this opinion, of being able at once to apply to be 
Tegistered in respect of those marks. But in doing this 
they must satisfy the registrar that they are the pro- 
prietors, and comply with the conditions of registration 
a any other applicants would do. With regard to the 
sedond class, there is no decision pronounced against 
them, but the proprietors cannot apply for regis- 
tration as a matter of course. They must come 
to the court, and it must be for the court to say whether 
the registrar shall proceed on their application to 
ister or not. In deciding this, the court will have 
ore it the circumstance that the opinion of the com- 
mittee was adverse to the claim of a trade-mark ; but this 
Would be an opinion only, and not a decision arrived at 
after hearing both sides, or rendered in any judicial 
Proceeding.” ‘The other law lords concurred in this 
position of the law, and the marks there in question 


Were ordered to be registered in a somewhat modified 


form (see also Jn re Orr Hwing (2), 28 W. R. 412), and 








not only so, but in every case, it is believed, in which it 
has hitherto been thought advisable to contest the cor- 
rectness of the committee’s decision before the court, 
the marks have been directed to be registered (see In re 
Dugdale, 28 W.R. 436; Eu parte Ede Brothers & Co., 
28 W. R. 436; In re Sykes, 29 W. R. 235; Inre Ward, — 
Sturt, & Sharp, 29 W. BR. 395 ; In re Dickinson, Akroyd, ° 
& Oo., V.O.H., July 8, 1880; In re Jones Brothers, 
& Co., V.0.H., July 10,1880; and other cases. There 
are, of course, many more cases in which the parties 
whose marks have been placed in the B. list have 
acquiesced in the decisions, and contented themselves 
with a certificate of refusal under the Act of 1876, but 
the fact remains that in the cases te which reference has 
been made the refusal to register has been reversed, and 
registration granted by virtue of the Sth section of the 
Act. 

In some cases the registration, though not granted in 
the form in which it was asked, has still been granted in 
a somewhat modified shape. Thus Jn re Barrows 
(L. R. 5 Ch. D. 353), was a case where representative 
registration was granted to a number of marks for iron, 
for which application had been made separately, so that 
the essential particulars which ran through the various 
combinations were registered, with a note extending the 
protection to these particulars in combination with tlie 
non-essential details ; and the same course was followed 
in other cases, such as In re Brook (26 W. R. 791), with 
respect to certain marks on cotton goods. In Jn re 
Sykes a note was also appended to the entry on the 
register, but this time with the view of defining the 
mode in which the marks were to be used, following 
In re Whiteley (29 W. R. 235). 








ILLEGAL ENTRY UNDER THE 
‘6. Rote 0, hoe & 


Ir is somewhat curious that a statute of the reign of 
Richard 2 should twice during the present year have 
come under the consideration of Mr. Justice Fry. The 
5 Ric. 2, c. 8, provides (section 1) “that none from 
henceforth make any entry into lands and tenements but 
in cases where entry is given by the law, and in such case 
not with strong hand nor with multitude of people, but 
only in peaceable and easy manner.”’ In one of the recent 
cases this enactment was discussed with reference to the 
question of damages, in the other case an arrangement 
between the landlord and tenant was held to be void, as 
well as voidable, within it. 

In Beddali v. Maitland (29 W. R. 484, L. R. 17 
Ch. D. 174) the plaintiff claimed an injunction restrain- 
ing the defendant from interfering as manager of a 
nursery, the plaintiff alleging that the defendant had 
been the manager of the business, while the latter claimed 
an interest in it as a partner, and put in a counter-claim 
for (inter alia) damages for the forcible ejectment of 
himself and his effects from the premises, and for injury 
to his furniture. The learned judge admitted the counter- 
claim, but found that the defendant was only the manager 
of the nursery, and was in possession of the house asa 
tenant at will, a forcible eviction having taken place 
after a notice to quit. In respect of this Act he held 
that no damages could be recovered, because the statute 
which made it unlawful had only provided a penalty, but 
had not given any civil remedy ; but he allowed damages 
for the injury to the furniture, because this resulted 
from an act for which no lawful right could be alleged. 

Edwick v. Hawkes (29 W. R. 918) was an action by 
the lessee of a beer-house in respect of a forcible eject. 
ment for an alleged breach of a covenant to buy all beer 
of the lessor which was contained in the lease, but which 
was held by Mr. Justice Fry not to have been broken. 
Ou the 9th of September, 1880, one of the defendants, 
who was a solicitor, told the defendaut that he had com. 
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mitted a breach of covenant, and induced him to sign a 
* letter of licence” in the following terms :—“ In con- 
sideration that you will not take immediate steps to 
eject me from ‘ The Dells,’ of which I have forfeited the 
lease, I undertake to give you quiet possession on the 
29th inst., and you may use this letter as leave and licence 
to eject me without any process of law on that date.” 
The plaintiff then consulted his solicitor, who at once 
repudiated the agreeement on his behalf. On the 30th 
of September he refused to give up possession, and on the 
4th of October he was put out. He twice re-entered and 
was turned out, no great force being used, and on the 
6th of October, his wife and children were turned out, 
there being then some use of violence on this occasion. 
The defendants relied upon the licence to evict, which, 
they contended, was perfectly legal, and was binding 
as an agreement for the compromise of a right which was 
bond fide in dispute, while the defendant's agents had 
come upon the premises without any resistance. Mr. 
Justice Fry, however, held that the undertaking was not 
only voidable, but void. It was voidable because it had 
been obtained under pressure of an authoritative, but 
mistaken, statement as to the plaintiff's rights, and as 
soon as he consulted his solicitor it had been repudiated. 
The 5 Ric. 2,c. 8, rendered the entry on the premises 
illegal, notwithstanding the existence of any right of re- 
entry, and therefore the document must be held to give 
permission to do that which the statute rendered illegal, 
and to be void as being a licence to commit a crime. He 
also held that the absence of resistance to the actual 
entry on behalf of the defendants could not legalize any 
of the subsequent forcible acts, for the thing con- 
templated by the statute was not the mere getting over 
the boundary of the property, but the forcible assertion 


against another person of the right of re-entry. He- 


treated the whole proceedings until the plaintiff's wife 
was turned out of the premises as one continued act, and 
he awarded £250 as damages to the plaintiff, and £200 
to his wife. It is probable that very few tenants are 
aware of the existence of the Statute of Richard, but Mr. 
Justice Fry expressed his opinion that “it is important 
that there should be no misunderstanding as to what the 
rights of persons who have the right of entry are; their 
rights are to enter in a peaceable and an easy manner, 
and if they cannot do so they must apply to the courts.” 
Since a license which practically authorizes the eject- 
ment of the lessee, in certain events, without any legal 
process is sometimes inserted in leases, by way of a 
proviso for re-entry, Mr. Justice Fry’s decision in 
Edwick v. Hawkes may possibly lead to the question 
being raised in another form. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Tresvass—Issunction—Bavance or CONVENIENCE.— 
In a case of Adams vy. Army and Navy Hotel, before 
Kay, J., Vacation Judge, on the 25th ult., a motion was 
made for an injunction to restrain the defendants from 





trespassing a piece of freehold Jand, the property of the 
plaintiff pd om . The contractor for the erec- 
tion of the defendants’ hotel was now using the land for the 


deposit of his building materials, and for the purposes of 
ths works. The plaintiff had offered by letter te let the 
land to the ts for three months, for such purpose, 
for a sum of £200, the defendants to give up possession in 
case of sale by the plaintiff within fourteen days after 
notice, and on the ex of the three months upon receiv- 
ing seven day’ notice. The plaintiff alleged that no bind- 
ing agreement had been come to, a such agreement was de- 
pendent upon « formal agregment being executed and sealed 
by the ecarpony, and Saithor the ants had insisted 
upon the second mortgagee giving bis consent to the lettin 

alleged a binding agreement come to sev 

months ago, and they had, in reliance upon such agreement, 
possession of the land, and banded over the 


f 
i 








same to their contractor, who had deposited a quantity of 
materials thereon. The writ in this action had then been 
issued, and the notice of motion given, but in consequence 
of negotiations for a purchase by the defendants of the plot 
in quest ion, the motion had not been proceeded with until 
now. It appeared from the affidavit of the contractor 
that there was no other plot of land obtainable in the neigh- 
bourhood suitable for the deposit of the building materials, 
and that it would cost him about £7,000 to remove the 
same. It was submitted for the defendants that on the 
balance of convenience an injunction should not be granted, 
and that at all events there was a good binding contract on 
the plaintiff, whatever the case was as against his second 
mortgagee. Kay, J., was of opinion, on the balance of con- 
venience, that noinjunction should be granted. He ordered 
the motion to stand to the trial, the defendants undertaking 
to pay the £200 into court within a week, and to give up 
possession of the land, in case of a sale by the plaintiff, with- 
in seven days after written notice.—Soxicitors, Lewin & 
Co, ; Ashurst, Morris, § Co. 





Trust Estate — Sate — Directions To TRUSTEES = 
Ureency.—In a case of March v. Swinburne, before Cave, J,, 
Vacation Judge, on the 26th ult.,a motion was made by the 
trustees of a certain trust deed to secure the leased line bonds 
of an American railway. The trustees had had the whole of 
the share capital of one of the leased lines transferred to 
them by the American company as security for the loan, but 
the American company had not completed the leased lingas 
they had agreed todo. Acreditorof theleasedline in America 
threatened a'sale of the line on the 1st of September, and the 
committee of bondholders had written to the trustees request- 
ing them to take action in'the matter by means of a fund 
under their control in America, and stating that otherwise 
the trustees would be held personally responsible. Upon 
this the trustees took counael’s opinion, who advised that, 
although in his opinion they. need not do anything, they 
should, nevertheless, apply to the court for directions. Cav, 
J., after hearing the facts, directed the trustees to authorize 
(by telegram if necessary) their agent in America to take 
suck steps in reference to the fund over there as he might 
consider best in the interests of the bondholders, and either to 
compromise or pay off the claim of the creditor of the leased 
line out of such fund, or otherwise as he should think : best.— 
Soticrtors, Munns & Longden ; Allen & Edwards ; Trinders§ 
Curtis- Hayward. 





SETTLEMENT—RECTIFICATION—MoTIoN FOR JUDGMEST 
—Vacation Businzss.—In a case of Hutchinson v. Hutchin 
son, before Cave, J., Vacation Judge, on the 3lst ult., an 
application was made for the rectification of a settlement ia 
cousequence of the common mistake of the parties. There 
was ample evidence of such mistake, and the matter was 
now brought by special leave upon motion for judgment. 
For the trustees and infants interested under the settlement 
the matter was left to the court, and the trustees did not 
object to an order provided the court were satisfied as 
to the sufficiency of the evidence. Cave, J., thought 
the evidence strong enough to justify the rectification, and 
made an order on the terms of that made in the caso of 
Harley v. Pearson (l. R- 13 Ch, D. 545),—Soxsorrons, 
Ridsdale § Son ; Hopwood & Co. 


ApMINISTRATION — Trustezrs — Disacnegment — Re 
CkIveR o¥ Estates IN JAMAIcA.—In the case of In % 
Harvey, Harvey v. Lambert, a motion was mado by one of 
three trustees that he might be appointed receiver and 
manager of certain estates in Jamaica, or otherwise for 
& reference to chambers to appoint’ such receiver. 
applicant wes appointed trustee on his attaining twenty-five. 

6 hadattain —_- but was unable to agree with the other 
two trustees as to the management of the property. 
further alloged that one of the ofher trustees bad ia 
volved the trast estate in « loss of £700. Oavn, J., said te 
could not appoint tho applicant receiver and manager, but 
he would direct tho usual reference to chambers for that 
oak ary Esch of tho parties would have leave to 

imself, and the carriage of the order should not pejene 
ry sppointment.SoLicitoRs, Zilson ¢ Byrne+Jones ; 
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SOCIETIES. 


. JHE ASSOCIATION FOR THE REFORM AND 


CODIFICATION OF THE LAW OF NATIONS. 


The ninth annual conference of this association was opened 
on the 16th inst., in the Hansa Hall, in the Stadthouse of 
Cologne, by Obérburgermeister Dr. Becker. The attendance, 
owing to the unpropitious weather, was not large. Among 
those present were Judge Field, Judge Peabody, Mr. David 
D. Field, Professor Birkbeck, and Sir Travers Twiss. 

Dr. Becker, in his introductory adddress, pointed to the 
extreme usefulness of a society formed to study and promote 
international law—a subject of great importance in our 
days, when the interourse of races was assuming a vast and 
international character. Five centuries and fifteen years ago, 
in the very hall in which they now had met, their forefathers 
discussed those international agreements resulting in a 
treaty of the German States and those of the Netherlands 
for the suppression of piracy, which had rested on the 
northern races like a blight. In those days international 
compacts needed armed forces for the protection of life and 
property. The association that had assembled that day 
resorted to other means to effect its object; it sought by 
the force of public opinion to induce the civilized races to 
agree to common international rules, and by awakening an 
jaterest in the question it had undertaken to cement 
vations together. They now only needed to cultivate a 
knowledge of what was right to arrive at a successful 
tesult in their endeavour to build up a complete system of 
international law. Pointing to the cathedral, Dr. Becker 
said that all great works needed time and perseverance, 
but by those means success was certain. 

Mr, H. H. Meier, chairman of the North German Lloyd 
Steamship Company and of the German branch of this 
association, having been elected president of the confer- 
ence, replied to Dr. Becker in.a few appropriate words. 
Sir Travers Twiss then presented to the Burgomeister two 
copies of a charter granted by the Bargrave of the 
Drachenfels to the Chapter of Cologne to quarry stones, 
dated a.p. 1285, and laid upon the table a brochure, 
giving an account of this charter, which, by some unex- 
plained means, found its way into the archives of the British 
Museum some fifty years ago. This concluded the reception 
ceremony. The meeting then adjourned, and on re-assem- 
bling at two p.m. the conference elected four vice-presidents 
—namely, Mr. D, D. Field, of New York; Dr. E. Wendt 
and Sir Travers Twiss, of London; and Judge Peabody, 
of New York ; and Dr. Syndicus Marons, of Bremen, and 
Mr. H. D. Jencken, of London, were appointed secretaries 
of the conference. 

The Szorerary read tho report of the council for the past 
year. After referring tothe decease of Sir Fitzroy Kelly, 
the former president of the association, to that of Dr. Bon- 
hardt, of Berlin, to whose energetic support the movement 
towards codifying the law on bills of exchange was in a great 
measure due, and to that of Mr. C. Clark, Q.C., who took so 
active a part in framing the York and Antwerp Rulos for 
adjustment of general claims, he mentioned the progress 
made in the adoption of the York and Antwerp Rules, and 
the action taken in England to introduce a Bill for 
codifying the law on bills of exchange, a regret being 
expressed that the draft Bill laid on the table of the House 
of Commons last session should have almost wholly ignored 
the international character of the question, and that 
No attempt was even made to amend the defective fea- 
tures of our law in that respect, Atter the perusal of a letter 
from Sir Robert Phillimore to Dr. Wendt, expressing 
his regret at his inability as president of the associa- 
e to attend this meeting, the secretary submitted 

merous letters, and the reports of the different com- 
mittees, of which those on nogotiable securities to bearer, 

ational copyright, aud the law of affreightment were of 
Greatest interest. 

The President then called upon Sir Travers ‘T'wiss, who 

tead a paper he had pre “On the Karly Charters 
ted by the Kings of England to the Merchants of Cologne.” 
fact of these charters being signed at Northampton 


- mables us to fix a date to them; they were granted oither 


in tho year 1157 or 1164, In both of those yoars the King 
held » oil meeting at that place, but the emer dato is the 
More probable. Henry II. sought to favour the Archbishop 





of Cologne, who had opened negotiations for the marriage of 
one of the King’s daughters with a son of Emperor Frederic 
Barbarossa, The marrisge of the Emperor's son to the 
King’s daughter was not successful; but the negotiation of 
the marriage of Princess Matilda to Henry the Lion was 
effected, and from this marriage sprang William of Winchester, 
the progenitor of the line of Brunswick Princes—a line which, 
after an interval of five centuries, succeeded to the throne of / 
the Plantagenets. This charter, which owed its existence to 
the animosity of King Henry to Archbishop Becket, 
the inveterate foe of the Archbishop of Cologne, 
whom our King hoped to wound by favouring 
his enemy, is the first authentic. trading charter on record 
in this country, and marks a period in the history of com- 
mercial treaties. The next charter in point of time was that 
granted by King Richard I. at Louvain, in the fifth year of 
his reign, prompted by strong motives of gratitude for the 
friendly assistance of the then Archbishop of Cologne. The 
charter is dated February 16, 1194. The romance attached 
to the name of Richard [., his captivity and ultimate release 
on payment of 100,000 marks (ad pondus Colonia) are matters 
of history. Throughout the period of his captivity and final 
release the Archbishop of Cologne proved an unwavering 
friend to the King of England. A fifth charter was granted 
by King Johnon the 24thof July, 1210. This charter was 
granted to the citizens of Cologne as a reward for their faith- 
fulness to Otho IV., while pressed by the Ghibelin Eniperor 
Frederick II. These charters continued in force to the days 
of Henry III. and Edward I. and IL, constituting an in- 
teresting record of the friendly relations between the citizens 
of the city of Cologne and the Kings of England. The 
measures and weights used by the merchants of that great 
commercial centre of German trade were in international 
use over the greater part of Europe, and more especially the 
Northern States. ‘The desire to encourage intercourse with 
the sturdy merchants of that city may be traced back even 
as far as the days of King Ethelred, Lappenberg inclining to 
that view in speaking of the homines imperatoris, 

The next paper submitted was the report of the Committee 
on Negotiable Securities. It may be recollected that at 
Berne last year five rules were agreed to, which subsequently 
the Institute of Bankers adopted, and which it is believed 
the Chambers of Commerce contemplate discussing at their 
next meeting in October. The principal points touched upon 
in these rules were unfettered negotiability and inviola- 
bility of the document, which cannot be affected by any num- 
bers or notice written on its face, placed on it to hinder 
negotiability. 

Dr. Marcus then submitted a short treatise on Negotiable 
Securities to Bearer, explaining certain propesals ping, saan 
international regulations of the laws on securities to q 
A discussion arose on the sixth resolution, which endeavoured 
to limit the time within which to bring an action on a 
coupon to four years, and on the principal sum to thirty 
years, in which Mr. R. Lowndes, representing the Liverpool 
Chamber of Commerce, Judge Field, of Washington, Mr. 
H. H. Meier, and others took part. Finally it was agreed to 
name a committee to consider the question, and a resolution 
was passed, to be submitted at the re-assembling of the 
meeting. 

The Sscrerary then gave a short account of what had 
been done in the question of an international law on bills 
of exchange. He referred to the success that had at- 
tended the endeavours of the association In awakening an 
interest in the question of establishing a code on bills of ex- 
change in England. The Bill brought in by Sir John 
Lubbock would barely answer the requirements of the day, 
which needed that the laws on these instruments should in 
all their main features be uniform. 

The Sscretary then laid on the tablea r on the 
Scandinavian laws on bills of exchange, by Mr, Alfred 
Kirsebom. These laws are b on the general law on 
bills of exchango of Germany (all genuine Deutsche 
Wecehselordnung), and Mr, Kirsebom has in 
a brief treatise the new code before the English 
public, In the year 1876, at the Bremen Conference 
of this association, twenty-three principles or rules 
were agreed to by an international commission which met 
on that occasion. Subsequently four additional rales were 
agreod to, These rules, with some slight 
were adopted by the International Royal Commesiion, and in 
the year 1880, the new code, em the alterations 
suggested by these rales, but otherwise on the 
German Code, received the Royal sanction, having been 
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passed unanimously by the Diets of the three kingdoms of 
Sweden, Norway, and Denmark. The laws of the three 
Scandinavian countries not only differed widely, but 
presented a mixture of conflicting customs and positive 
law, which, with sound practical sense, the Legislatures of 
these kingdoms, without hesitation, changed and consented 
to codify into onesystem. A translation of the ninety-six 
articles of the code was appended. 

The meeting then appointed a committee, composed of 
Dr. Wendt, Sir Travers Twiss, and Mr. H. D. Jencken, 
with instructions to place themselves in communication 
with the British Government, in the hope that their atten- 
tion might be directed to the importance of the interna- 
tional character of bills of exchange, and the desirability 
of considering that aspect of the question in framing a code 
of bills of exchange. 

In the evening the local committee gave 4 dinner to 
the members in the great banquet-hall of the Giirzenich, 
at which the Burgomaster, Dr. Becker, presided. 








THE COURT OF APPEAL. 


Mr. Justice Watkin Williams has addressed tho following 
second letter to the Times :— 

“B.” asks me “te name a few instances—say, half-a- 
dozen to begin with””—of miscarriages of justice in the Court 
of Ap and also “‘ whether any of them have been set 
right by the House of Lords, and, if not, why not.” From 
this question I perceive that ‘‘B.” has carried away a 
different impression from my letter to that intended to be 
conveyed, and has, therefore, not unnaturally misquoted me 
‘by severing a sentence from its context. 

* Half-a-dozen to begin with, and why they heve.not been 
set right by the House of Lords”! Iam astonished. I was 
referring to certain very exceptional appeal cases, not by any 
means excluding House of Lords cases, as illustrating what 
would be liable to happen in the event of the alteration in 
the constitution of the Court of Appeal proposed by “ W. B.” 
being carried into effect. Permit me here to repeat the words 
of my letter. After pointing out the greater exactness and 
more limited nature of the former appeals to the Exchequer 
Chamber and the House of Lords, I proceeded to say— 
“ Now, on the other hand, every appeal is a re-hearing of the 
whole cause on its merits; and points and questions of fact as 
well as law that may have been overlooked, or neglected, or 
even ghandoned, and not thoroughly investigated at the trial 
are liable to be raised and seriously relied upon for the first 
time in the appellate court ; so that without a thorough 
practical acquaintance on the part of the appellate judges 
with the course and incidents of trials the grossest miscarriage 
of justice is liable to take place, and in fact does take place, 
even when unexceptionable law and admirable legal principles 
are laid down.” I neither retract nor qualify a word 
of this. What I intended to convey by this language was 
that in an appellate court, where the whole matter is brought 
under review in the form of a re-hearing, a miscarriage of 
justice el male to le place om ng —_ is not 
thoroughly at home in all the practical and detailed working 
of the caainal proceedings, and that such miscarriages 
did in fact occur in practice. My statement was not confined 
to a particular appellate court, as “ B.” assumes; and, 
in fact, the principal case that was present to my mind was 
& House of Lords case, in which the decisions of all the 
inferior courts were reversed. I am willing to furnish “ B.” 
with the referenees to the cases that were present to my 
mind when I come within the reach of books ; but I 

that, from my point of view, it would 

iscussion which i entered upon to embark 

upon, possibly, a controversial examination of decided 
cases within the cramped limite of such a correspondence as 
is. Such an ession of opinion as I have ventured 
must, I thick, be left to the general verdict of the 
and professional public, including the solicitors, the 
and — whole judicial body, and to that I am content 
I will only add that the whole aim of my letter, which I 
ust now assume to have been badly e » was to 
the wisdom and expediency of. the pro change 
tution of the Court o' wh as now 

, has given such general satisfaction to the suitors, 
i to the legal profession. 


F 


Be & es 
Hat 








OBITUARY. 


MR. WILLIAM HENRY HODGSON, 


Mr. William Henry Hodgson, barrister, formerly assistant 


solicitor to the Treasury, died at Carlisle on the 19th ulf, 
Mr. Hodgson was the second sonof Mr, William Hodgson, 





solicitor, of Carlisle (many years clerk of the peace for the 


county of Cumberland), and wasborn in 1815, He wa 
formerly fellow of Jesus College, Cambridge, and he was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1848, 
He was for about thirty years one of the staff of the Solicite 
to the Treasury, and he was subsequently one of the assistant 
solicitors to that department, but a year or twoagohe was 
compelled by ill health to resign his office. He had had the 
conduct of many important Government Pica 
including the Tichborne case and the City of Glasgow Bank 
case in both of which the evidence was prepared under his 


directions, Mr. Hodgson was a magistrate for the county of 


Cumberland. He was unmarried. 


__——. 


MR. JOHN JAMESON. 


Mr. John Jameson, solicitor, of Penrith, died at Ciren- 
cester, on the 21st ult., in his ninety-first year. Mr, 
Jameson was born in 1791. He was admitted a solicitor 
about the year 1813, and he practised for many years at 
Penrith. He had a good private business, and he was also 
for several years treasurer for the county of Cumberland, 
After his retirement from practice he was placed in the 
commission of the peace, and he was most assiduous in 
his attention to his magisterial duties, his long profes 
sional experience adding greatly to his efficiency. He was 
also a deputy-lieutenant for Cumberland. Mr. Jameson 
was @ Strong Conservative and had never abandoned his 
objections to the introduction of Free Trade, and he took 
an active interest in al] matters relating to agricultare, 
Notwithstanding his great age, Mr. Jameson retained all 
his mental powers. He died while on a visit to his son- 
in-law, Mr. Capel Croome, at Cirencester, He was buried 
at Brougham on the 26th ult. 


MR, RICHARD WILDMAN, 


Mr. Richard Wildman, many years a judge of county 
courts, died at Lucerne, on the 29th ult. Mr. Wildman was 
the youngest son of Mr. James Wildman, of Chilham 
Castle, Kent. He was born in 1802, and he was edu- 
cated at Harrow and at Christ Church, Oxford. He was 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Ge 
1829, and he practised for many years on the Mi 
Circuit. He had a criminal business, and he held a 
brief for the defence in the celebrated prosecution of the 
Sutton-in-Ashfield Chartists in 1839. In 1837 he became 
recorder of the borough of Nottingham, and he held that 
office until within the last few months, Mr, Wildman was 
for some years judge of the old Derbyshire Court of Request, 
the jurisdiction of which was absorbed in that of the con: 
courts, and after the passing of the County Courts Act, 1 
he received from Lord Cottenham the appointment of judge 
of county courts for Circuit No, 18, — peta 
and the surrounding district. He discharged his je cial 
duties for over thirty-four ba but in the spring of t 
sent year he was compelled by failing health to resign both 
his judgeship and his recordership. 





A certain manufacturer, who had made a composition with 
hie creditors, was under cross-examination at the assizes. 
“ Now, sir,” cried Mr. Bagwig, ferociously, ‘attend to me! 
Were you not in difficulties a few months ago?” “Noa” 
“ What, sir? Attend to my question. I ask you again— 
and pray be careful in answering, for you are a 
oath, I need hardly remind you—were you not in difficulties 
some months ago?” “ Noa-—not as"l knows of.” “ Bir, do 
you pretend to tell this conrt that you did not make a com 
tion with your creditors a few months ago?” “Ob, 
ab,” a bright smile of intelligence rape over the 
ingenuovs face of the witness, “ that’s what you mean, is it 
But, ye see, it were m creditors as were i’ difficulties 
an’ not mo.”—C. Law Journal, 


Sept. 3, 1881. 
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LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Tuomas Jonny Broa, solicitor, of Watford, has 
been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Sopreme Court of Judicature: 


Mr, Epenezer JonN Bucuanan, barrister, has been 
a Puisne Jadge of the Supreme Court of the 
Colony, on the resignation of Mr. Justice Jacobs. Mr. 
astice Buchanan was called to thé bar at Lincolo’s-inn in 
Hilary Term, 1873. 

Mr. Witt1am Dixon, solicitor (of the firm of Dixon & 
ao), 0 of hay sme has been appointed a Perpetual Com- 
for Lancashire and Cheshire for taking the Acknow- 

oats of Deeds by Married Women. 


Mr. ALBERT Grsson, solicitor, of 35, Southampton-build- 
ings, and St. Mary Cray, has been appointed & Oommis- 
sioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judi- 


Mr. Witttam Atrrep Prrz, solicitor, of Bristol, has been 
appointed Clerk to the Bedminster School Board. Mr. Pitt 
was admitted a solicitor in 1874, 


Mr. Tuomas Riaa, solicitor, of Wigton, has been 
appointed Clerk to the Magistrates at that place. Mr. Rigg 
was admitted a solicitor in 1879, 


eee 
DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 


Avexanper Ciemenr Fosrer Goven, doctor of laws, 
afd Wittrms Henry Oonmsourn, solicitors (Gough & 
Colebourn), PS apr a gan July 31. Wiliiam Henry 
— will henceforth carry on the practice in his own 


lie Lewis and Ratru Watson, Hinge b 28, Grace- 
church-street. Augustl4. The accounts to be adjusted 
and settled by Ralph Watson. 
[ Gazette; August 30; 1881. } 


COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jornt Stock ComPantss. 
LIMrrep rv OHANCERY. 
me and Navy Provision Marker, Liwrrey.—Cave, J.; has, 7 
an order dated Ang 18, John Young, 41, Coleman st; to 
be official liquidator 
sip Stup any Race Oovrst Company, Lowrrsy.—By an 
order made by the M.R., dated May 28, it was ordered that the 
yl company be wound up. Rumney, Walbrook, solicitor for 
1 petitioner 
"nk Banx; Limtrep.—Potition for winding up, presented 
rected to be heard before bsg: J,on Sept 7. Durant, 
- Guildhall chambers, solicitor for the petitioner 
Jossrn WRiGu? AND CoMPANY, areebe Petition for contin 
winding up, presented Ang 24, directed to be h 
Minne Judge on Som? Warmington, Gresham 
bldgs, st, agent for armington and eee 
Dudley, atictions for the _— 
Surton Park Orystat Patacs Comp D.—Cave, 
fixed Sept 6 at, 11.30, atthe chambers of the ily forthe appoint 


ment of an official Tiqui fCtieette, 
Astow Hatt Coat awd Batox Company, Lucrap.—Potition he 
up, presented cya 23, directed to be heard before Cavo, 
in Sept 7. Lickorish and Bollord, Queen Victoria st, solicitors 
the petitioner 


Traut Unio fay Ottass, Lunten.—By an order 
made by the M.R., dated Aug 6, it was ordered that the above 
company be woun Ramskill, ‘Union ct, Old Broad st, soli- 
titor for the rome 8 

— La Lucrrrd.—Potition for winding ing tp. resented 

26, directed to be heard before Cave, x. and 
Sa Victoria at, solicitors for the peti owe 
Automatic i craaea ng oa Doseranys Po i on 


a. 
hem oc J, fon § fag 3 cireated Sain Viotorin 


—Potition for winding 

Ang. Grecia die heard befor Cave, aio eae Min 
te ieee ee 

Rutzinern, Lanes & Feo made by ous J 

above company be wound 


eet x pL eg Mirko Boma solici TM egeve ad 
a Re peace pave, 


prior “ie oat 





Frienpty Soctertes Dissonvep. 
Livgrroot Customs’ Water Guarp Byam. Socrery, Custom 


House, Liverpool. Aug 
Sportsman’s Arms Inn, 


23 
Norta Marston FrrenDiy _—— 
North Marston, Bucks, Aug 23 
Ysrxtry Iran Society, Yspytty Ifan, Denbigh. 
{ Gasetle A Aug 26} 





CREDITORS’ CLAIMS, 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF, 


Barta, Groraz, Government Contractor, and Emma Barra, 
Rectory place, Woolwich. Nov 1. Barth v Sutherland, V.C. Hall. 
Whale, Queen Victoria st 

Hats, Tuomas, Farnham Royal, Bucks, Gentleman. Oct 3. Clark 
v Hall, M.R. Walsh, Bicester 

Marri, AUGUSTINE Puiu, Manor rd, St John’s, Deptford. Oct 1. 
—— v Martin, V.C. Hall, Taylor and Co, Great James st, 

‘ord row 





Mercatr, Heyry Crristorrsr, Hawstead, LS a 1. Met- 
calf and another v Blencowe and another, V.C. plin 
and Co, Fenchurch st 

Murray, Jonn, Morten House, Maida hill, Gent. Creditors ip 
— vou die — oy bf mi Bore 2. Dickson v 

urray, igson, Salisbury st, S 
[ Gazette, Aug 19.] 
Lams, Tomas, Sale, Chester, Seg ny bes Lamb.y Lamb, 


District Registrar, Manchester. Boote and Edgar, Manchester 
Sarre. Epwin, Globe rd, Mile End, Debt Collector. Sept 20. Smith 
r v a M.R, fie ss Tower + Croya ¥ s 

URNER, THOMAS ornton Heath, nr on, Veterinary Surgeon, 

Oct 1. Sherriff v Gover, Fry, J. Chester, Newington Butts 

[ Gazette, Aug 23.] 





CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 

Anpzrew, James, Compstall, Chester, Gent, Sept 15. we 

Brexetr, Jonataan, Louth, Lincoln, Wine Merchant, Oct 9. 
and Ingoldby, Louth 

nee, Snente a Jemnenms Swallow, Lincoln, Gent. Oct 11. Bell 
and Ingoldby, L 

Buresss, Saran, Witton cum Twambrookes, Chester. Sept 16. 
Green and Dixon, Northwich 

Cam¥igip, Joun, Tonbridge, Kent, Tailor. Sept 24, Gorham and 
Warner, Tonbri: 

CLARKE, mpm Queen’s sq, Bloomsbury, Licensed Victualler. Oct 
1. Yarde and Loader, Raymond buildings, Gray's inn 

CritcHLow, ree Litherland, Lancaster, Geiit. Sept is. Brabner 


and Court, Li 

Dzwnison, Martagw, Wordsley, Stafford,Gent. Octl. Sanders 
and Co, Dudley 

Fismine, Jonn Nionoison, South Lodge, Champion Hill, M.D, 

. Garrard and Co, Suffolk st, Pall Mall East 

Forp, ANN Exizansru, St Alban’s, Herts. Oct 1. Emanuel and 

Simmonds, Finsbury circus 
Bygott, 


Froee@at, Nanny, Bradwall, Sandbach, Chester, Oct 10, 
Sandbach ; 


Hosmes, Wrnn1amM, Doncaster, York, Gent. Septl. Barker, Leeds 
ay os Jans, Salford, Lancaster. Sept 12. Walker and Co, 


—_ "icon, Mi Middleton, Lancaster, Grocer. Aug 20. Tweedale 
and Co 
Martin, Seg Manchester, Hemp Spinner, Sept 30. Barrowand 


Smith, Manchester 

Mount, Jann, Stratford, Essex. Sept 29. Hillearys and Taylor, 
Fenchurch bldgs 

Onpaam, James Natsn; Bridlington Quay, York; Gent. Oct 1. 
Burton and Co, Nottingham 

Putrrs, Hayry, Marsh Gibbon, Buckmgham, Horse Dealer. Sept 1. 


Kirby, Bicester 
ay ILLIAM, Clare, Suffolk, Gent. Septl7. Jackson and Vincent, 


Summers, Wristam Antrorr, Kingston upon Hull; Gent: Oct 1. 
England and Co, Hull 
Spyer and Son, 


TYRRELL, Kpwaxp, Horton, Bucks, Esq. Sept 30. 

Wir 0 Marlbrook, B Ww Sopt 30. 
ALTON, ecnasbes ar romsgrovo, Worcester. . 
Morgan, Birmingham , 

[ Gazette, Aug, 16.] 

Brorgup, Rey Tomas Jonx, Hoveton House, Norfolk, Nov 15, 


Blake and Co, Norwich 
a Josxrn, Palace green, Konsington, Merchant. Oot 1. 


, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Bavor, Mary Any, Brighton; Sussex. Sept29% Roy and Cart 
wright, Lothbury 

Baunspon, Cuaanas, Caversham, Oxford, Plumber. Aug 31, Creed, 

CHAPMAN, aes, Huddersfield, Butcher. Oct 1. Bottomley, 


Huddersfiel 
Crompton, Hirer, Worcester, Licensed Victualler, Sept20. Gibbs, 


Bromyard orcester 

i ae Rev Tomas Lyon, Honinghaii, Norfolk, Nov 30, Fox, 
orw' 

4 ped Lechlade, Gloucester, Gent, Oct 12. Crowdy and 
n, 

* | Hrwnon, | Many, Great Driffield, York. Oct. Jennings and Qo, 
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Hieryzornam, THomas, Melbourne, Victoria, Civil Engineer. Aug 
26. Dutton, Drapers’ gardens 

Lsrzzpy, Exizansra, Sussex pl, Regent’s pk. Sept 20. Vickery, 
Church court chambers, Old Je 

Linpsay, Witt1am James, Edith villas, West- Kensington, Gent. 
Sept 29. Roy and Cartwright, Lothbury 

Ngwyuam, Unsvia Copyam, Seaton, Devon, Oct 1. Tweedie, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Prrxins, Jostan, Trowbridge, Wilts, Carpenter. Sept 30. Mann 
and Rodway, Trowbridge 

Pirt, Wii114M, Eccles, nr Manchester, House Steward. Nov 1. 
Peacock and Gracie, Manchester 

Putin, Mary, Tenterden, Kent. Sept16. Mace, Tenterden 

Szrmovur, WsitrnerTon Ross, Grove end rd, St John’s Wood, Wine 
Merchant. Sept 26. Ridsdale and Son, Gray’s inn sq 

iGazette, Aug. 19.] 





LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
AUG. 25.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday (Wales), News- 
papers (Law of Libel), India Office Auditors (Superannua- 
tion), Regulation of the Forces, Highways and Locomotives 
Amendment, Army Acts Consolidation. 

BILLS IN COMMITTEE, 
_ Irish Church Act Amendment, Highways and Looomo- 
tives Amendment, Army Acts Consolidation. 


BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Solent Navigation, Highways and Locomotives Amend- 
ment, Army Acts Consolidation. 

BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

Consolidated Fand Appropriation. 

AUG, 26.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Solent Navigation, Irish Church Act Amendment, Con- 
solidated Fand Appropriation. 

BILL IN COMMITTEE. 

Consolidated Fund Appropriation. 

BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 

Consolidated Fand Appropriation. 

AUG. 27.—ROYAL ASSENT. 

The Royal Assent was given by Commission to the 
following Bills :—Leases for Schools (Ireland) ; Statute 
Law Revision and Civil Procedure; Veterinary Surgeons ; 
Expirmg Laws Continuance; Central Criminal Court 
(Prisons); Regulation of the Forces; Supreme Court of 
Judicature ; India Office Auditors (Superannuation) ; Pollen 
Fishery (Ireland); Newspapers (Law of Libel) ; Fagitive 
Offenders ; Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday (Wales) ; 
Irish Church Act Amendment ; Highways and Locomotives 
Amendment ; Petroleum Hawkers ; Solent Navigation ; 


Erne Lough and River. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
AUG, 25.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Supreme Court of Judicature, Consolidated Fund Appro- 
priation. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTH. 
Arkinson.—Aug. 24, at 20, De Grey-terrace, Leeds, the wife 
of E, Tindal Atkinson, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 
Binp—MoCatium.—Aug. 23, at Leckhampton, Gloucester, 
K. Sumner Bird, barrister-at-law, to Kiva, daughter of 
Msjor-General C. Campbell McCallum, of Linden House, 
Cheltenham. 


Eumotr—Bararruwairz.—Aug. 24, at the Friends’ Meeting 
House, Westminster, George Henry Emmott, B.A., LL.B., 
lisbeth Geaunen et TB, Beaithwal re Bi 

» -B. wai ow- 
Lincoln’ s-inn. seat ttan 

Watxer — MacLavouiin. — Aug. 17, at Doone Church, 
Samuel Walker, Q.C., Rutland-squere, Dublin, to Ellie, 
daughter of the Hey, Alexander MacLaughlin, reotor of Doone, 











LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Frrpay, Aug. 26, 1881. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Davies, James Penrose Hart, New Bridge st, Blackfriars. Pet Jung 
28. Murray. Sept 6 at 12 


Ferris, Andrew, Buckingham Palace rd, Pimlico, Chemist. Pet Aug | 


23. Brougham, Sept 9 at 12 

Hattemore, Charles, Green st, Bethnal green, Provision Dealer’s 
Assistant. Pet Aug 23. Brougham, Sept 12 at 12 

Grellet, Albert, John Kupli, and Robert de Meuron, Fenchurch st, 
Merchants. Pet Aug 23. Brougham, Sept l4at1l 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Brunning, Richard Taylor, Gt Yarmouth, Butcher. Pet Aug 23 
Worlledge. Gt Yarmouth, Sept 14 at 11 

Foat, Robert, Margate, Kent, Bathing Machine Proprietor. Pet Aug 
19. Farley. Canterbury, Sept 9 at 2 

Lewis, Charles, Worthing, Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Pet Aug 23, 
Jones. Brig! , Sept 16 at 12 

Park, William, Stainland, Halifax, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Aug 22, 
Rankin, Halifax, Sept 12 at 11 

Trace, Frank, Moreton Hampstead, Devon, Gardener. Pet Aug 
Daw. Exeter, Sept 15 at 11 


Tuzspay, August 30, 1881, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 


To Surrender in London. 

Driver, Henry, Wyvillrd, Lambeth, Builder. Pet Aug 29. Brougham, 
Sept 15 at 1 

Keene, Edward, New Bond st, Chemist’s Manager. Pet Aug 2, 
Brougham. Sept 13 atl 

Luxton, Henry, Bedford row, Gentleman. Pet Aug25. Brougham, 
Sept 13 at 12 

Marshall, Thomas, Sunny Bank, Hornsey, Builder, Pet Aug 27, 
Brougham. Sept 15 at 11 

Miller, Owen Lloyd, Wellington mews, Bessborough pl. Pet Aug 27, 
Brougham. Sept 15 at 12 

Noble, James Alexander, Commercial rd East, Bookseller. Pet Aug 
26, Murray. Sept 14 at 11 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Atkinson, Charles Fanshawe, and Frederick Butcher, Sheffield, 
Steel and File Manufacturers, Pet Aug 26, Wake. Sheffield, 
Sept 12 at 12 

Aylwin, George Allen, Bushy New Town, Hertford, Merchant's 
Clerk, Pet Augll. Edwards. St Albans, Oct 5 at3 

Easterbrook, Henry Roebuck, Sheflield, Corn Factor. Pet Aug 2, 
Wake, Sheffield, Sept 12 at 11 

Pet Aug 25, Hayward, 


Hopper, William, Rochester, Builder. 
Rochester, Sept 16 at 2 

Penna, Samuel Thomas, Truro, Cornwall, Grocer. Pet Aug 25. 
Chilcott. Truro, Sept 10 at 11 

Pittaway, Heury, Dudley, Worcester, Builder. Pet Aug 24. Walker. 
Dudley, Sept 8 at 12 


‘Tooth, bert, Brighton, Pet Aug 25. Jones. Brighton, Sept 7 
at 12 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Farmay, Aug. 26, 1881. 
Shearman, William, Bootle, Lancaster, Book-keeper. Aug 19 
; Tugspay, August 30, 1881, 
Slater, Robert W Leeds, Tailor, Ang 4 
Slater, Robert Whiteley, Leods, General Outfitter. Aug 24 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpay, Aug. 26, 1881. 
Adams, Richard, Derby, Grocer. Sept 13 at3 at offices of Moody 
Corn Market, Derby 
Bailey, George, Birmingham, Retail Brewer. Sopt 10 at 11 at office 
of Huggins and Mallard, Newhall chmbrs, Newhall st, Birming- 


ham 
Barnes, Isaac, Jackson od, Holloway, Tea Dealer. Sept 3 at 11 at 
Sardinia st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Archer, Brayard rd, Peckham 
Bradley, Richard Graham, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Sopt 13 
at 2 at offices of Field and Weightman, Fenwick st, Liverpool 
Brown, Henry, Liverpool, Lodging-house Keeper. Sept 14 at 12 at 
offices of Carruthers, Lord st, Liverpool 
Butler, John, and Henry Joseph Moreton, Darlaston, Stafford, Bolb 
aa) Nut Manetnotacers, Sept 7 at 11 at offices of Sholdon, High st, 
nesbi 


Chilton, Samuel, sen., New Sleaford, Lincoln, Greengrocer, Sopt8 — 


at 11 at offices of Holditch, West Gate, New Sleaford 

Clayton, Robert, Kingston-tpon-Hull, Bricklayer, Sept 12 at 3a 
oo of Jordeson and Whiteing, County bldgs, Kingston-upol- 

u 

Coates, Henry, Newbold, Derby, Architect, Sopt 6 at 3 offices of 
Busby and Son, Gluman , Chesterfig)d 

Coles, George, Gloucester, Painter. Sept 14 at 2 at offices of Jones, 
Eldon chwbrs, Berkeley st, Gloucester 

Coulthard, William, Workin, , Cumberland, Joiner, Sept 8 at 

11,30 at offices of Milbu ook st, Worki: 


ugh, Frui 
and Barnloy, Albert Middlesborough 
Dickenson, William, Bisho ce Hortford,. Brigke 
maker. Sept 7 ae 12 at of Baker and Thorneyerott, Bishop 


Sept. 3> 188r, 
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Dodd, Richard, Chester, Grocer. Sept 9 at 11 at offices of Mason, 
Bridge st row East, Chester 

Doaght , John, Fleetwood, Lancaster, Butcher. Sept 9 at 3 at the 

ince of the debtor, West st, Fleetwood. Blackhurst, Preston 

Dougill, William Ingleby, Leeds, General Dealer. Sept 7 at 3 at 
Commercial Inn, Albion st, Leeds. Senior, Wakefield 

Douglass, George, Bishopswearmouth, Durham, Joiner. Sept 6 at 
11 at offices of Tilley, West Sunniside, Sunderland 

Drummond, Sarah Annie, Sheffield, Dyer. Sept 9 at 3 at offices of 
Burdekin and Co, Norfolk st, Sheffield 

Emmett, A Biadford, York, Beer Seller. Sept 6 at 3 at offices 
of Neill, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Emms, John Sidney, Bedminster, Bristol, Baker. Sept 6 at 2 at 
offices of Sibly, Exchange West, Bristol 

Evans, George, Madley, Hereford, Farmer. Sept 7 at 11 at offices 
of James and Boddenham, St Peters st, Hereford 

Farmer, Charles Walter, Great Dover st, Sonthwark, Haberdasher. 
Sept 16 at 11 at Cannon st Hotel. Ward, Walbrook 

Farnell, George, Nuneaton, Warwick, Butcher. Sept 13 at 11 at 
offices of Bland, Bridge st, Nuneaton 

Field, Charlotte Eliza, Manchester st. Manchester sq. Sept 7 at 2 at 
offices of Vallance and Vallance, Essex st, Strand 


Farborough, Joseph Morris, Cosby, Leicester, Shoemaker. Sept 14 
at 3 at offices of Hincks, Bowling Green st, Leicester 
Glazebrook, Thomas, Halesowen, Worcester, Ironfounder. Sept 9 


at 12 at offices of Hartill, Birmingham st, Oldbury 

Goddard, Caleb, Motcombe, Dorset, Farmer. Sept7 at 10.30 at offices 
of Rutter and Son, Bell st, Shaftesbury 

Greenwood, Robert, Thurston, Suffolk, Liconsed Victualler. Sept 7 
at1l at the Angel Hotel, Bury St Edmunds. Walpole, Beyton 
Lodge, near Bury St Edmunds 

Greig, Joseph William, Coal Depot, King’s Cross, Coal Merchant, 
Sept 19 at 2 at offices of Halse and Co, Cheapside 

Hall, Walter William Patten, Bristol, Beer Retailer. Sept 3 at 11 at 
offices of Nicholas, Corn st, Bristol 

Hampson, Thomas, and David Hampson, Darlaston, Stafford, Coach 


Sept 


Spring Manufacturers, Sept 12 at 11 at offices of Topham, High 
st, West Bromwich 
Harrod, Adelaide, Birmingham, Stationer. 
Haigh, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
inson, George, Bowdon, Cheshire, Photographic Artist, 
9 at 3 at offices of Burton, King st, Manchester 
Ties, James, Newtown, Bristol, Grocer. Sept 5 at 12 at offices of 
Collins, Broad st, Bristol. Brown, Bristo 
Irving, James, enter ees. Manchester, Builder. Sept 
7 at 3 at offices of Eltoft, King st, Manchester 
Jefferies, John, and James Jefferies, Oldland Common, Bitton, 
Gloucester, Hatters, Sept 3 at 11 at offices of Nurse, Corn st, 
Bristol 
Jefferson, John, Haxby, York, Farmer. Sept 10 at 12 at offices of 
Dyson, Coney st, York 
lane, Thomas, Wolverhampton, Bicycle Manufacturer. Sept 9 at 
12 at offices of Underhill, Darlington st, Wolverhampton 
Tecomte, Pierre, Aldershot, Hants, Confectioner. Sept 19 at 2 at 
Royal Exchange Hotel, High st, Aldershot. Rymer, Rochester 
tow, Westminster 
Lister, George, Keighley, York, Stuff Manufacturer. Sept 8 at 11 
at offices of Terry and Co, Market st, Bradford 
London, Thomas, Leeds, Schoolmaster. Sept 7 at 3.30 at offices of 
Dalton, Albion st, Leeds 
Lord, Grace, Heywood, Lancaster, Sept 7 at 2.30 at 32, Market pl, 
Heywood. Weston and Co, Manchester 
Lowes, William, South Shields, Joiner. Sept 9 at 3 at offices of 
Smith, Camden st, North Shields 
Ianley, Stephen, Durham, Tailor. Sept 9 at 12 at offices of Oliver, 
Market pl, Durham 
Iyall, Alexander, Sunderland, Durham, Wholesale Potato Dealer. 
ut at 1 at offices of Asher, Manor pl, Sunderland 
|» Frederick aie, Beeson st, Westbourne park, Grocer, 
6 at ¥ at offices of Pain, Marylebone rd 
ews, Matthew, Gt Dover st, Borough, Draper. Sept 8 at 2 at 
offices of Pittman, Guildhall chbrs, Basinghall st 
, John, Bodmin, Cornwall, Innkeeper. Sept 14 at 3 at offices of 
llins, Fore st, B n 
Mayer, William Lewin, Shifnal, Salop, Surgeon. Sept 8 at 2.30 at 
offices of — and Co, New st, Shifnal 
Minns, Jesse, High st, South Norwood, Dyer. Sept 3 at 11 at 
the Green ‘on Hotel, High st, Croydon. Dennis, Croydon 
Mills, Thomas, Bishop Auckland, Tobacconist. Sopt 9 at 11.30 at 
offices of Edgar, Silver st, Bishop Auckland 
Mitchinson, John George, Penzance, Seedsman. Sept 8 at 11 at 
the Law Institution, Chancery lano, Trythall and Bodilly, Pen- 
ance ; 
Mosbery, Alfred, Sloane st, Chelsea, Joweller. Sept 9 at 11 at offices 
of Poo ey; Sloane st, Chelsea 
Mustard, Alexander, North Shields, Printer. Sept 7 at 3 at offices of 
Whitehorn, Camden st, North Shields 
Norrish, Thomas, Torquay, Devon, Boot Maker. Sept 7 at 12 at Half 
Moon Hotel, Exeter. Lindop, Torquay 
, Joseph, Wyke, near Bradfora, out of business. Sept 7 at 
the eece Inn, Manchester rd, Bradford. Wooler and 
ooler 
Pomphry, Alfred, Cardiff, Provision Doaler. Sept, 6 at 12.30 at 
the Great Western Hotel, St Mary st, Cardiff. Cousins, Cardiff 
» George Read, St Mary axe, Cigar Dealer, Sept 12 at 2 at 
office of Beck, East India avenue, Leadenhall at 
Pullen, Robert, Sheet, nr Petersfield, Hants, Grocer, Sopt 8 at 2 at 
office of Edmonds & Co, Cheapside. Soames, Petersfield 
Pumphrey, Charles, Upton on Severn, Worcester, Innkeeper. 
Sat ll at offices of Allan & Co, High st, Upton on Severn 


Sopt 


r, Charles, Cable st, Whitechapel, Corn Dealer. Sopt 16 at 
30 at offices of Taylor and Co, South st, Finsbury sq 
Rimmer, Peter, Reathpen, caster, Plasterer, ‘Sept 8 atl at 
offices of vonshire bldgs, Eastbank st, Southport. 
Buck and Co, Southport 
» Joseph Coply, Barnsley, York, Insurance Agent. Sept 
« Wat 8 at offices of Nuitall and Son, John Dalton st, Manchester 


Sept 8 at 12 at offices of |, 





Rossi, Annie Elizabeth, the Common, Upper Clapton, School- 
eg Sept 3 at 11 at offices of Hutchinson, Vauxhall Bridge 


Ruddle, George, Hawkhurst, Kent, Grocer. Sept 9 at 11.30 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Stenning, Tonbridge 

Rushbrooke, Alban, Scoulton, Norfolk, Farmer. Sept 7 at 12 at 
offices of Emerson, Rampant Horse st, Norwich 

Sea, William Cutforth, Rural grove, Kennington, Livery Stable 
Keeper. Sept 8 at 3 at offices of Davies, Old Jewry chmbrs 

Stribbling, Charles Henry, Lowther Arcade, Strand, Fancy Goods 
Dealer. Sept 5 at 2 at offices of Spyer and Son, Winchester house, 
Old Broad st 

Sharman, John Edward, Robinhood ct, Bishopsgate st Without, 
—* Sept 16 at 3 at offices of Cooper and Co, Lincoln’s-inn 

elds 

Smith, Richard, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Baker. Sept 13 at 
11 at Imperia Hotel, Cornwallis st, Barrow-in-F'urness, Thompson, 
Barrow-in-Furness 

Stewart, Thomas, Thornhill Lees, nr Dewsbury, York, Green- 
grocer. Sept 5 at 3 at Wellington Hotel, Dewsbury. Shaw 

Storey, James, Manchester, Skirt and Mantle Manufacturer. 
Sope 14 at 3 at offices of Ritson and Grundy, Princes st, Manches- 


r 

Strange. Josiah Caleb, Wotton Bassett, Wilts, Outfitter. Sept 5 at 
11 at Regent st, New Swindon. Baker, Stratton ’ 

Sturman, Kdward Albert, Upper Tollington-park, South Hornsey, 


Doctor of Philosophy. Sept 6at2at Masons’-hall Tavern, Masons 
avenue, Coleman st. Noton 

Taylor, Robert, Kingston-upon-Hull, Dentist. Sept 7 at 2 at offices 
of Middlemiss and Pearce, Parliament st, Kingston-upon -Hull 

Teasdale, Joseph, Bury, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. Sept 9 at 3 
at offices of Anderton and Donnelly, Garden st, Bury 

Templar, Charles Rowland, Old Kent-road, Ham and Beef Shop 
Keeper. Sept 6at12 at Masons hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, 
Basinghall st. Fulcher, Horton rd, Hackney 

Thorley, Henry, Fenton, Stafford. Retail Draper.. Sept 8 at 11 at 
offices of Kent, Chancery lane, Longton 

Townsend, John, Chelten Gloucester, Baker. Sept 8 at 11 at 
offices of Clark, Regent st, Cheltenham 

Treweek, Mary Palmer, Redruth, Cornwall. Berlin Wool Dealer. 
Sept 3 at 11 at offices of Peter, Townhall, Redruth 

Waterhouse, Samuel, Egremont, Cumberland. Draper. Sept 14 at 
11 at offices of Atkinson and Collins, Union Hall, Whitehaven 

Willams, James, Holme, Manchester, Draper. Sept 6 at 3 at offices 
of Eltoft, Kingst, Manchester 

Wills, Samuel Reed, Dorset st, Baker. Sept 13 at 12 at offices of 
Sampson, Marylebone rd 

Wilson, James, West Hartlepool, Durham, Clothier. Sept 12 at 3 at 
offices of Edgar, Town wall, Hartlepool 

Winter, Samuel Henry, Vicarage park, Plumsiead, Schoolmaster. 
Sept 8 at 3 at offices of Sutherland, Thomas st, Woolwich 

,» Martha, Westgate, Elland, York, Grocer. Sept 9 at 3 at 

offices of Foster and Co, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Wright, Thomas Poyntz, East Ridgeford, Nottingham, Surgeon, 

Sept 14 at 12 at offices of Hunt and Williams, Weekday cross, 

Nottingham 


Tuzspar, August 30, 1881. 


Alt, William, Archer st, Notting Hill, Corn Dealer. 
offices of Holmes. Eastcheap 

Atwood, Levi Lincoln, and Biron Levi Atwood, Goswell rd, Black. 
ing Manufacturers. Sept 8 at 2 at offices of Foster, Birchin lane 

Bakewell, William, jun, Guildford, Surrey, Fishmonger. Septl4¢at 
3 at the County and Borough Hall, Guildford. Geach, Guildford 

Bamlett, Thomas Western, and Robert Whittaker McAll 
Sunderland, Durham, Painters. Sept 9 at 11 at offices of Newton 
and Watson, Fawcett st, Sunderland. Routledge, Sunderland 

Bartlett, Henry, Totnes, Devon, Tailor. Sept 12 at 12 at the Ply- 
mouth Inn, High st, Totnes. Edmonds and Son, Totnes 

Bean, Robert, Bradford, York, Grocer, Sept 14 at 3.30 at officgs of 
Last and Betts, Bond st, Bradford 

Bedford. James, Coal Merchant, Leeds. Sept 13 at 11 at offices of 
Saville, East parade, Leeds 

Bishop, Bradford, York, Hosier. Sept 15 at 11 at offices of Yewdell 
and Son, Henrietta st, Covent Garden 

Bold, Samuel Spencer, Hanley, Stafford, Hatter. Sept 9 at 2 at 
offices of Sword, Cheapside, Hanley 

Brooking, Lewis, and Richard O’Leary, Berners st, Oxford st, Cos- 
tume Manufacturers. Sept 12 at 12 at offices of Leslio and Co, 
Coleman st. Herbert, Vigo st, Regent st 

Brooks, Benjamin, Stafford, Grocer. Sept 9 at 12 at offices of Pad. 
dock and Sons, 1, Old Hall st, Hanley 

Bruckshaw, Mary Ann. Market Drayton, Salop, Horse Shoe Manu- 
facturer, Sept 12 at 2 atthe Star Inn, Stafford st, Market Dray- 
ton, Tennant and Co, Hanley 

Burton, Robert Edward Lingen, Shrawardine, Salop, Farmer. Sept 
12 at 12 at the Raven Hotel, Shrewsbury. Clark and Co, Ludlow 

Bury, James, Sale, Chester, Steam Packing Manufacturer, Sept 14 
at 3 at offices of Gardner, 1, Cooper st, Manchester 

Chandler, Charles, Croydon, Builder. Sept 19 at 3 at tho Station 
Hotel, Station yard, East Croydon, wing and Co, Finsbury 
pavement 

Clark, Henry, Hunstanton St Edmunds, Norfolk, Carter, Sept 8 at 
12 at offices of Beloe, New Conduit st, King’s Lynn 

Collard, Charles Owen, Carmarthen, Hotel Keeper. Sept 12 at 11 at 
offices of Howell, 31, Stepney st, Lianelly 

Copsey, Charles Bruce, Colchester, Farmer, Sept 14 at 3 at offices 
of Goody and Son, Colchester 

Crabb, George, Phoenix Works, Kingsland green, Builder, Sept 14 
at2at the Law Instivution, Chaacory lane, Rogers and Co, 
Westminster chmbrs, Victoria st 

Creyke, William Ramsden, Hanley, Stafford, Builder’s Merchant. 
Sept 14 at 1 at the Hen and Chickens Hotel, New st, Birmingham, 
Paddock and Sons, Hanley 

Crossland, George, Dove Holes, Farmer. Sept 13 at 3 at Skike- 
speare Hotel, Buxton, Broomhead, Bakewell 

Dunham, Henry Simes, Bridport, Dorset, Ironmonger, Sept 15 at $3 
at offices of Gandry, Downe st, Bridport. Lock, Dorchester 


Sept 15 at 3 at 
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Ellen, Franklin, Linden terrace, Fulham, Grocer, Sept 14 at 3 at 
offices of Reynolds, Furnival’s inn, Holborn 


iliam, Sherborne Saint John, Southam , Farm 
Sept 15 at 12 at offices of Chandler and Son, ke 
st Portland Te Router pa ae 
Seaen Site, and Timothy James Ireton, Tottenham, 
aL 

. joug! at 

Quay chm! ra, o Ges bene” 

Grove, hing pee Australian avenue, Barbican, Merchant. 
Sept 13 at 3 at Mane Hotel, Birmingham, Stokes and Hooper, 


Sa 

Hailey, Henry, Newmarket terrace, Kings Cross, Grocer. Sept 23 

at 3 at offices of Buchanan and rs, Basinghall st 
Edward Percy, Ross, Hereford, Horse Dealer, Sept 9 at 

3 at offices of Corner, High Town, Hereford 

Halstead, William, Huddersfield, Provision Merchant. Sept 14 at 
11 at offices of Milnes and Swift, New st, Huddersfield 

Hamilton, Archibald, Liverpool, Baker, Sept 19 at 3 at offices of 
Kemble, Castile st, ‘Liverpool 

Hannon, John, Twickenham, Licensed Victualler. Sept 9 at 12 at 


offices of Lay, Townhall, Brentford 
Harris, Edward Alfred James, Folkstone, Kent, Oil and Colourman, 


Sept 15 at 1 at offices of f Bradley, Sandgate rd, Folkstone 
Haslam, William, Black’ Lancaster, Mong oer ae 9 at 3 
offices of Malam tr ay on eames Flags, B 
Haxeltine, Joseph, Dudley, Worcester, Butcher, ie oept # ab 11 ot 
offices of espeare, Church Olabury 
Hill, Semuel, Landport, Hants, Bui "Bopt 12 at 4 at offices of 
King, North st, Portsea 
Heath, James Wilson, Windsor, Berks, Grocer, Sept 21 at 4 at Inns 
of Court Hotel, Holborn. A ng: Windsor 
Hill, Thomas, Gravesend, Kent, Grocer. Sept 15 at 3 at offices of 
Eves and Son, Mark lane 
Hi he ny James, Murton, York, Farmer, Sept 13 at 3 at offices 
Irons, John William, Harpenden, Hereford, Baker. Sept 6 at 3 at 
Midland Railway Hotel, Harpenden. Wells, 8t Albans 
Isaac, John, Sketty, nr Swansea, Builder. Sept 7 at 11 at offices of 
Evans and oo. Wind st, Swansea 
James, Coventry, Cattle Dealer, Sept 15 at 3 at offices of 
Huggins and Mallard, Newhall chambers, Newhall st, Birming- 
Jones, William, Rotiey, Stafford, Grocer, Sept 13 at 11 at offices of 
Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme ; 
can Jonathan, Birmingham, Machine Dealer, Sept 15 at 11 at 
flices of Price and Co, 
Lark, Thomae Baatin, Balham, es Ne, Sept 13 at 2 at 
offices of Gibney, Queen st pl, Cannon st 
Lawson, John, Carlisle, Plaster, ‘Sept ] 12.at 11 at offices of Murray, 
Lewin Klige. om l, Dray Sept 12 at 3 at offi f J d 
8, 8, Liverpoo! per. Sept 12 at offices of Jones an: 
Pride, North John st, agen aoa 
Lewis, Evan, Ton: ay near Pontypridd, Glamorgan, Grocer, 
Sept 9 at 12 at o of Davies, Old post office chbrs, Pontypridd 
tied, fom = Male, Pontypridd 
Live , Cotton Broker. Sept 14 at 1 at offices of Gib- 
oo =) Bol , South John st, Liverpool 
Mackness, Joseph Arthur, Kentish Town rd, Cheesemonger,. Sept 14 
at3 at ‘leon a of Crouch and Co, Queen Victoria st 
Mainwood, William James, Richmond, Surrey, Mineral Water 
Maker. Sept 12 at 1 at offices of Lawson, Essex st, Strand 
Joseph, Redditch, Worcester, Grocer, Sept 13 at 3 at offices 
of Williams, Hill, Redditch 
Morgan, Catherine Elizabeth, Lower Uaversham, Oxford, Gentle- 
woman. Sept are ~% offices of Jones, Park st, Maidenhead 
Norris, Thomas M Birkenhead, Commission Agent. Sept 12 
at 12 at office nue, Cable st, Liverpool 
Orme, Stephen, Rainow, nr Macclesfield, Builder, Sept 14 at 3 at 
the ‘Queen’ 8 Hotel, Waters Green, Mavclosfield 
Parker, Thomas, Ulverston, Grange over Sands, Lancaster, hoo. 
maker. Sept ‘16 at 11 at the Temperance Hall, Ulverston, 


son, Ulverston 
Pelham, wenn. Sante, B Hosier, Sept 12 at2 at offices of Postle- 


Me thwaite, Park Keg nee = Sept 19 
‘ennington, Al wonmneien, See ‘armer, at 
Bat inet) ot Davies 50, Market rg 
a S - G Tarrant Keynston. landford, Dorset, Wheel- 
. wright, "Sept Id at 80 al tho Grown Hotel, Blandford, Digkin- 
son, Poo! 
ny William wo saree, am. Sept 20 at 2at 14, Cook 


ar ge ling and Co, Li 
pS “and William Sohn ath Weighing Machine 
oma 


kfriars rd, Sept 14at3 at oflice of Holder, 
Jobn William, Leeds, Wool Merchant, Sept 12 at 3 at 
Se take uth and Co, ‘Commercial bidgs, Leeds, Green and 
Reavey ee Henry Norbury, Chorlton on Medloc! <a 
é hers. Sept 14 at 3 at offices of Earle and Co, 


a, Finis 
Aberdare, ioc Draper. Sept 10 at 11 
Aberdare 


Grocer, Bept 19 at 12 at 
Victories Hotel, High st, Whitchurch, "Brooke 
Roberts, Evan, Benjamin Roberts, hop Carnedd 
nr Bangor oon ng he Palade yy te ale Hood 0 tonne 
Ke 


new, J br T 
obn, Trecynon, 
at offices oA Beddoe, Canon st, 

Thomas Whitchurch, Salop, 


Bangor. . 
Robinson, William, Blackpool, Lancaster, Fancy Dealer, Bept 12 


at 4 at offices of Ambler, Chapel st, Salford 
Balter, George, and Frank Saunders Stark, Red Lion eq, Brush 
Merchants. Sept 15 at 1 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st, Foster, 
Ki caoomn San Al, I. Hereford, 
atnpaon, Samuel, Leominster. Hereford, Auctioneer, Bept 7 at 3 
offi ees of Moees Corn ore Tin F w vi 
griet, Tustin at ent in Plate Worker, Sept7 
at offices of Ody, Blackfriars rd » 





Sim: J v Tenge, Satie, Watt 
asonty a Tee ci a pee, a 
Smith, John, South any Grocer. Sept ' "3 at 2 


Traders’ Associ, 
sone Grainger st West, Newcastle-on-Tyne. * ronwioke Jarrow. 
aye John, Worcester, Greengrocer. 


Sept 14 at 11 at offlcesg 
Salmon, the yoo the Cross, Worcester 
Ed th, Northumberland, Jeweller. Sus 
at o eel Chinato De Coes anne ouse chmbrs, Westgate 
ec aranmgh Cutty peal Webb, Morpeth 
7 Robert, G eee ronmonger, Sept 12 at 2 at offices of 


1, Gatesh 
isiovena, t George, Weacd ae-atiws, B ae 12at3 at th 
Sevehents’ Association, Broad st, Bristol. » Weston-supen 


Stock, Charles, Soundwell. Gloucester, Stone Merchant. Sept 18a 
12 at offices of Evans, Exchange bldgs East, Bristol 

Swift, William weary, Stoke-upon-Trent, General Dealer, Sept 2 
at 10 at offices of Tennant and Co, Cheapside, Han.ey 

Thom James, Handforth, Chester, Saddler, Sept. 13 at 12% 

ffices of Lamb, St Peter’s sq, Manchester 

Pes Edwin Allen, Trowbridge, Wilts, Bicycle Manufacturer, 
Sept 12 at 11 at offices of Mann and way, Union st, Trowbridge 

Watson, John, Darlington, Durham, Tailor, Sept 8 at 3 at offloes 
of Clayhills, Coniscliff rd, Darlington 

Wheeler, Gervase, Hove, Sussex, Architect, ead 14 at 2 at Inns of 
Court Hotel, Holborn. Reader, Holborn Viaduc' 

White, Greenwood, Bingley, York, Stuff Seeded Sept 13 a 
3 at Victoria Hotel, Bradford. ‘Tucker, Manchester 

Whitehead, Richard, Audenshaw, nr Manchester, Hat Leg 
fort 13 at 3 at offices of Sutton and Elliott, 61, Fountain st, 
chester 

Whitehouse, William, Kingswinford, Stafford, Brewer, Sopt 6 a 
= at the Queen’ 8 Hotel, Birmingham, Duignan and Co, Wal. 


Willans, Thomas Benjamin, Rochdale, Lancaster, Flannel Mann 
facturer. Sept 20 at 3 at offices of Addleshaw and Co, Norfolk 


st, Manchester 

Wright, Oates, Rochdale, Lancaster, Joiner, Sept 21 at 3 at offices 
of Wiles, Acker st chmbrs, Acker st, Roc! e 

Wriley, James, Brighton, Boot and Shoe Maker. Sept 8 at3 at %, 
Cheapside, Nye, Brighton 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteod Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestibls 
beverage fcr Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable fa 
Icvalids aad Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medica 1Press. 
Boing without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoss 
THICKENED ase WEAKENED With starch, &c,, and 1 REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures, 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 
tast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTima A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, nue 
— Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate 

hited 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., 58. 6d., &c., by Chemists and ee 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole cg rw my 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C, 


HEDOZONE., 


THE ORIGINAL Ome st eo ned Laemalay SPARKLING 
mn E, — MORE RE PRESHIN G THAN 
CHAMPAGNE, 
t EDOZONE, 
EDOZONE, —HEDOZONE IS A GRATEFUL 
REFRESHMENT, 
fy S00mE E. 


fy SD020nE—Ir WILL SUSTAIN THE WOReae 
E-ANIMATE THE WEAR 
INVIGORATE THE FERB 
AND RESTORE THE INVALID. 











EDOZONE. 


Of Chemists, Wine Merchants, and G: 
Manufacturers: PACKAHAM & CO. ‘(Limited), ra), Croydon 


EDE AND 350N 


ROBE Sap MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOTNeME: 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of tha Judicial Bend 
Corporation of London, &0, 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNGBL’® DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS: 
ESTABLISHED 1649, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 
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